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the negotiations, the initiative should proceed from
the  American  side.    Assuming, then,   that  at the
instance of the American Government the negotiations
will before long be resumed, it remains to inquire
on what their success or failure may be expected to
depend.    Now, it is evident from the statements of
Mr. Fish and of Mr. Motley, and indeed would be
sufficiently clear without them, that though several
reasons are given for the rejection of the treaty by
the American Senate, the chief reason was the fact
that the claims for which it provided a settlement
were those of individual losers by the depredations
of the Alabama and her kindred, no mention at all
being made of any claim on the part of the Govern-
ment of the United  States  against  that of Great
Britain for alleged breach of international duty.    The
United States consider, wrongly or rightly, that they
have two  distinct  claims  against us:   one for the
reimbursement of American  subjects for the losses
which tjiey incurred on this account; the other, to
some kind of redress, reparation or amende honorable
for the important assistance which (as they contend)
was given to the rebel states by the premature re-
cognition of their "belligerency/' and the subsequent
negligence of the British Government to prevent some
of its disastrous consequences by detaining the Ala-
bama  and  other vessels in the ports of England.
There can then be no doubt that, whatever other
amendments it  may be  desirable to  make  in the
Convention, if a few words could be added to it pro-
viding for reference to an arbitrator of the questions,